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4. Side glances on its use during the High Middle Ages, as well as in present times, are necessary. The first theses is not that the content, but the possibility to refer to a written document, may be seen as the core element of 'trust in writing'. Using this a starting point, a central problem of medieval writing becomes apparent: the status of written texts. Since refering to something prerequisites that this exists by its own right, if a document wants to serve as point of reference, an 'autonomous' status must be attributed to it. Contrary to present times, where writing per se is considered 'independent', during the Late Middle Ages, the status of writing is ambiguous. In taking up Jan Assmann's concept of 'canonisation' with my second theses, I suggest that late medieval texts had to be 'made' independent in order to function as reference points. The analysis of the prologue of the Cologne statutes, and the so called 'Verbundbrief', will demonstrate how this is done. Examining a conflict within the Cologne city council, I try to show that here texts primarily serve as points of reference, rather than to support the content of an argument that was put forward. Finally, on a more general scale, it is dis-cussed what the late medieval society might have gained by using writing in this way. It is suggested that in establishing independent texts as points of reference, the Late Medieval society may have found a new common ground on which to operate.
Historical frame
With about 50,000 inhabitants, Cologne in the 15 th century was probably the biggest city in the German-speaking world. After the battle of Worringen in 1288, Cologne became de facto a more or less independent City, forcing the archbishop of Cologne, de jure still the lord of the city, to stay outside. His influence had been reduced on appointing the jury and the judge of the cities high court, but which in every-day practice was controlled by the city council. However, the archbishops did not give up their attempts to regain power over Cologne until the end of the 18 th century 1 .
Similar to many other German cities 2 , the second half of the 14 th ,and the early years of the 15 th century was the time of severe internal conflicts. In Cologne, after an uprising in 1370/71, the revolt of 1396 led to great changes in the political system of the town. Prior to this, only certain families could nominate their members to the city council. Now, the council was elected by the so-called 22 'Gaffeln', guild-like associations, in which everybody was committed to becoming a member 3 .
During the 15 th century, we do not find the ever-tense situation of the second half of the 14 th century, but troubles between city council, the archbishop-appointed jury of the high court, and even the archbishop himself, persisted. Soon, the new city council behaved as the old did, and the riots of 1481 und 1513 show that the council and citizens (Rat and Gemeinde) did not always live in harmony 4 .
1
For a quick overview of the history of Cologne see B. DREHER (Ed.), Texte zur Kölner Verfassungsgeschichte, (Köln, 1988 : Veröffentlichungen des Kölnischen Stadtmuseums 6), p. 9ff.. Dreher also gives a number of texts, important for the political situation of the city (for instance, the 'Verbundbrief', see below). In the first lines cited here -the prologue in total over two pages long -name the persons and institutions that passed, or better, agreed on these statutes: The two majors of the city, the City council (line 1), the council of the 44, and the jury of the high court with their chief judge (Greve, line 3f.). It is a way of legitimising the statutes, which goes far beyond what would have been necessary in a juridical sense. Together, these institutions wanted that the statutes should be valid almost for ever (line 8), and that the text might not be changed (line 9ff.). If any changes had to be made, all the above mentioned groups had to assemble again and give their agreement (line 14ff.). As part of their oath of office, the scribes of the city had to swear hence forth, that they would watch that the city council did not deal with matters which are against the statutes (line 16ff.). If the scribes were only to hear of a councillor talking on such matters (line 19: in raetzstat up eynche sachen sprechen hoerten), they should warn him to obey the rules. In fact, in the margin of the copy of the statutes that was kept in the town hall, we read nota de secretarijs, written by Johannes Bruwers, one of the two most important scribes working for the city during the first half of the 15 th century 9 .
Now almost every prologue of a medieval text tells us something about how a text came into being. But this one is far more explicit than most of the prologues of statutes written at that time in Germany, and what is more, it offers some interesting details about the status and place of the statutes within the mostly oral communication within the city council. 
Content of the statutes
What made it so attractive to collate all these laws and regulations in writing? It is, of course, quite useful, for instance for the juries and judges, to have all relevant regulations put together in one book 10 . But as has already been mentioned, the statutes lack information of important areas of law in such a city. For instance there are only few regulations on mortgages and debt to be found 11 . The ways of how to lodge an appeal from the city court to the jury of the bishop's high court could be looked up in a number of protocol books, but not in the statutes. This, of course, has a political background 12 , but it shows that on a large scale, As could be seen with so many other medieval documents, the content of the text is in large parts incomplete, and sometimes it is not clear what is really meant. And these uncertain sections of the statutes are precisely those which are most likely to become a matter of debate between different groups within the city. The conclusion to be drawn is that although there was a certain trust in the content of the statutes, its main function was probably not to offer a compendium-like text 14 .
Role of the scribes and the role of the city council
As mentioned above, not the city council, but the 'protonotarius' -the main city scribe -together with his secretarii (other city scribes working in his office) were to tell whether new laws henceforth discussed in the council, or even suggestions made by a councillor, would be in accordance with the statutes. At first glance, it seems that pragmatic reasons were to be made responsible for such a proposal: The scribes had the text ready on demand; they were familiar with its content 15 . However, it is quite astonishing that the council attributed the task of interpreting this important text not to one of the councilmen. In fact, the office of the so called 'Ratsmeister', two councillors that had to chair the meeting of the city council, would have been perfect for taking on that task. Even during the 14 th century, they had to take care that the sworn oaths, written down in so called 'oath books', were observed by other members of the council 16 .
Of course, the risk that the scribes would interpret the text in a manner unwelcomed by the council was very low. Would they bite the hand that was feeding them? On the other hand, one can well imagine a situation whereby the council is divided into factions and the interpretation of the scribes would become the factor that tipped the scales. However, the city council runs a certain, if low risk, in leaving the interpretation of the statutes to the scribes. 14 Comparing a number of similar writings of that kind from various cities, Arndt Mihm states that none could claim to be sufficiently complete and systematised or close enough to the problems they should help to solve. He concludes that for the maintenance of public order, the leaders of the (German) towns considered 'oral norms', known by everyone, as sufficient ("die städtische Führung [empfand] für die Aufrecherhaltung der öffentlichen Ordnung … die Praxis mündlicher Rechtssetzung als ausreichend"). For internal use, however, ephemeral recordings (protocol books) were enough to serve the needs; A. MIHM, 'Vom Dingprotokoll zum Zwölftafelgesetz. Verschriftlichungsstufen städtischer Rechtstradition', in: Schriftlichkeit und Lebenspraxis. Erfassen, Bewahren, Verändern. Akten des Internationalen Kolloquiums (8.-10. Juni 1995) explanation should mean a widespread phenomenon, especially these days (consider the judges and the high courts). In contrast to the councillors who, if at all, visited Universities for only a short period of time without gaining a degree 17 , the Cologne scribes, like in many other cities of the 15 th century, were university-trained people, often jurist that would sometimes hold a doctors' degree 18 . On the other hand we do know that quite often even today courts interpret laws in this way, while just five years ago, the same court understood the same text precisely the other way around. Asking an expert to find out about the meaning of a text is probably not the best idea if you want to foster 'trust in writing' -i.e-if 'trust in writing' means trust in a once and for ever fixed content of a text 19 . Rather, that the prologue does not want the Ratsmeister, but the scribes to play the role as 'guards' of the text is probably owed to the fact that they were not members of the city council. Formally speaking, the text is thus entrusted to an 'independent' social institution, putting a distance between the 'author/client' of the text (the council) and the persons who are responsible for its application 20 .
From a legal point of view, it would have been sufficient that the council alone would have pronounced the new statutes. To allow the wider city council, the council of the 44, and the jury of the archbishops court, together with the judge (Greve) to participate is, of course, a clever political move. New here though, is the explicit self-binding of the city council to the text, and the way this should be implemented (the decisive role of the scribes was already highlighted).
Altogether, and according to the prologue, we can see that the most important institution of late medieval Cologne quite obviously restrains itself when it comes down to who is responsible for writing the most important constitutional text of the 15 th century. 21 . Mentioning all these institutions and implementing the scribes as watchdogs leads to the impression that the links between council and text were not very tight. Thus, the text became more or less an independent product, written and guarded by several different persons and institutions.
5 Trust in Writing 2: Being able to point to something
'To refer to' -communicating by reference
No doubt, significant regulations as to how to manage the city were written down and put together in the statutes of 1437. But like almost all constitution-like texts, the task of such a document may not primarily be to settle certain matters once and for all. And looking at the incoherence of the presented text and the lack of properly legitimised institutions of interpretation, this seems to be even more true of the Cologne statutes. An important issue is that such a text may be used as a reference; and, as is well known, if you can point to a good reference an argument is made stronger. But what does 'pointing to a reference' really mean? It was just argued, that the content of the text did play a role, but in our case it can hardly be said that it played the most important one. Having a reference to point to not only makes an argument stronger because what you put forward here is already written there. From the viewpoint of the structure of communication -and this is the perspective of the paper -the fact that you can point to something, the pointing-out itself, is the decisive element in the way writing is used here.
The point I want to make is in looking at the way in which people communicate, a certain change is taking place as soon as texts of the kind mentioned are involved. Without such a reference, what might have been a bipolar conversation between two people such as 'I am right and you are wrong', now suddenly involves a third party: 'I am right and you are wrong -and the text says so as well' 22 . What is gained in this triangular type of communication is a kind of common ground. Again though, not in respect of the content of the text -which, of course, is a matter of debate. Although hardly noticing it, in their controversy both agree on two things: They agree that it is important to refer to the text, and that in consequence the text as such is relevant. Before discussing the consequences on a more general scale, let me firstly address another point. 'I am right, and you are wrong, and the master Tailor says so as well'. This might also be considered a triangular type of communication. So what, then, is the difference about pointing to a text instead of pointing to a person? Medieval society, as is quite well known, is structured in ranks and groups. Each person belongs to one or more of these groups (families, guilds, fraternities …), which in turn take certain positions in relation to other groups and persons. Of course, you might refer to a master Tailor in order to strengthen your position, but most likely, everyone knows that you are member of the same guild or he is the husband of your niece. In such a society, during conflict, even kings rapidly belonged to one side or the other 23 . Maybe, that is why during the middle ages, most of the time mobilising persons in your favour does not take on the form of 'pointing-out-to-someone', but is put forward in the form of a request or plea. It is, for instance, quite common for city courts to mitigate a verdict because a guild or high-ranked persons pleaded for those convicted. This is of course helpful, especially if it is a guild of knifesmith which gather in front of the city hall to 'intercede' for one of its members, as was the case in Nuremberg in 1503 24 . No doubt, this had positive consequences in respect of the verdict waiting for the gallows. However, from the perspective of the society as a whole, pointing-out to persons -and that means 'supporters' most of the time -, bears the risk of fuelling a conflict 25 .
This is different with texts, at least with text that gained a certain quality. In his book 'Das kulturelle Gedächtnis', Jan Assmann describes how, in ancient Egypt, texts became 'canonised'. Firstly, it is important that a canonised text forms a certain unity: Once it is finished, it is finished forever, and it is not possible to add or take away any parts The council took on the challenge, sent the knifesmith back because it was not allowed to come to the town hall in great numbers. They had to send nine virgins instead, and then their two companions were let free. Admittedly, ancient Egypt is not Cologne. But Assmann's analysis highlights that there are at least two different sorts of texts: the holy ones and his 'canonised ones'. In my opinion, only the latter can achieve a kind of independence. An independence that does not allow anyone to have direct access to the texts, but without reserving it for 'holy' rituals only. Please remember that the Cologne statutes of 1437 were the first of that kind in this city to remain in force forever. The text could only be changed if all major institutions of the city -the city council, the council of the 44, and the jury of the high court -came together and agreed on doing so. Meanwhile, none of the named institutions was in direct control of how the text should be understood; it is the two city scribes (Asmann's 'special institutions') who had to take on that task. Ancient Egypt is not Cologne, but the similarities are striking. According to our interpretation of the prologue, the statutes of 1437 were not only symbolically charged, but 'canonised', or, as I like to put it, constructed as something different and independent, not ascribed to or belonging to a certain group or person.
That brings us back to the reference-argument put forward above. Something you want to refer to has to be considered different and independent, and must exist in its own right. A written text -at least in premodern times -is not per se to be considered independent, as Assmann's differentiation between 'holy' and 'canonised' texts has shown. They do have the potential to become something different, but at least for late medieval Cologne, this required a certain 'preparation' of the text given.
The statues of 1437 were discussed here at length, because in their prologue they explicitly 'talk' about their 'canonisation'; from the viewpoint of the text, it can be read as a kind of 'declaration of independence'. That, of course, does not mean that all the means employed here are necessary to transform a text into an independent point of reference. The 'Verbundbrief' was also passed by an extraordinary gathering that may have taken place for the first time in Cologne history: The gathering of all 22 'Gaffeln', of which some of them formed anew after the revolt of 1396. While all other constitutional-like documents of the city before that time ought to be renewed every ten years, the Verbundbrief was the first that claimed eternal validity 27 . As an example however, there were no scribes or other personnel mentioned to watch the text. Instead, the city had to attach its 'great seal' to the 'letter', and all the 22 Gaffeln had to do so as well. What is more: every Gaffel got a copy of the Verbundbrief, if one got lost, an exact copy had to be written and all 22 guilds had to add their seals to this copy 28 . The text, in this case is 'defended' not by the scribes, but by a certain mixture of authentication and publicity. There are definitely more and other ways to canonize a text. I would just like to mention one more: Time. As Jan Assmann already explained, in an endless stream of tradition ("Traditionsstrom"), some texts are copied more often than others. After a while, some of these are 27 U. HEPPEKAUSEN, Die Kölner Statuten von 1437 -Ursachen, Ausgestaltung, Wirkung, 'Geschichte in Köln' 45 (1999) 
Text-reference in practice: A rebellious councilman
A conflict that arose in 1451 between the councilman and member of the jury of the archbishops' high court, Herman Scherfgijn, and the city council, may illustrate how such texts play their role in communication of that time. In that year, a resolution of 1446 was abolished which denied any jury-members to become members of the council 33 . The new regulation of 1451 was not just another ordinary decision of the city council, which appears like little notes in the councils protocol books, without naming any further institutions and mostly without taking alteration of the decision as a theme. Instead, because of its importance the city council, together with the council of the 44, took part in the decision and it is emphasised that no one is allowed to change a word of this resolution without the approval of the two institutions named 34 . That this was an extraordinary text is highlighted by the fact that it did not only appear in the councils protocol book, a paper volume, but was also written down on the expensive parchment of the oath book as a kind of amendment 35 .
So, in 1451, jury members of the archbishops High Court could again be elected as councilmen by their Gaffeln, but had to leave the council as soon as items that concerned the court or its jury were discussed. Scherfgijn, who before 1446 had regularly been a member of the council 36 , was now once more elected by his guild 'Eisenmarkt', but when he had to swear his oath, refused because he could not accept the regulation that obliged him to leave the council as soon as the theme 'high court' was on the agenda. In Cologne, as it was in so many other cities, once elected, it was not permitted to decline becoming a councilman 37 Scherfgijn, when asked about the reason of his objection, said that his conscience did not allow him to do so, and pointed out to the Verbundbrief. He paraphrased paragraph two, which reads that there should henceforth only be one, undivided council. If, he concluded, he had to leave the council, this would go against the Verbundbrief 39 . He would be pleased to swear his oath, but only if the part in question -leaving the council when talking about the high court -would be left out. The council ordered him to go home and think things over. After a while, the city authority sent a deputation of councilmen to his house -a quite common procedure -to ask him if he had changed his mind. Scherfgijn stuck to his position and was thus ordered to come to the council again. In front of all councilmen, Scherfgijn was asked again, if he now was prepared to swear his oath. In his reply, Scherfgijn gave a long explanation, without saying anything new. In return, the council now made him read parts of the Verbundbrief -not the second paragraph, but paragraph one, which says that the council has all the power within the city and every citizen has to be obedient to it 40 . Subsequently, the rebellious councilman also had to read the new regulation of the oath in dispute, which states that a nominated councilman who does not swear the oath should not be allowed to join the council 41 . The rest of the story is short: He should consider, the council told Scherfgijn, that the whole council and the council of the 44 had passed this regulation, and if he does not want to swear his oath, they will tell his Gaffel to elect another one. Scherfgijn in turn thanked the council and left the town hall. After all these gatherings and negotiations between the Cologne council and the councilman elect of the Gaffel Eisenmarkt, this is quite far from the 'show down' one might have expected. No kneeling down or other rituals of pardon 42 by the rebellious Herman Scherfgijn, no sentencing, not even the threat of punishment because he did not obey the orders of the city council. Certainly, given the background of Scherffgijn described above, it is fair to say that neither side was interested in an escalation of the conflict. Still, in such a conflict, the authority and honour of the city council was at risk -and so was Scherffgijn's. What was the function of the texts here? First, a closer look at the content of the texts will show that it is at least questionable that they suited the given situation. It is true, paragraph two, to which Scherfgijn pointed out, wants one undivided council, but its real aim was to abolish the two-chamber-system still in existence in 1396, and it clearly said so 43 . What is more: Since the 14 th century, part of the oath of every councilmen has been that he had to temporarily leave the sitting if the council dealt with things concerning his relatives or his guild 44 , and none -not even Scherfgin -complained about it or found it contradictory to the named paragraph of the Verbundbrief. Instead of questioning Scherfgijn's reading of the Verbundbrief, the council answered with paragraph one of the Cologne 'constitution'. This in itself is somewhat strange, since paragraph six suits exactly the situation given. It says that the councilman elect, who constantly refuses to accept his election, should be locked up in one of the city towers for one year 45 , whereas paragraph one unspecificly wants that every citizen should accept the council as the institution that ruled the city 46 .
Looking closely at the paragraphs, there would have been very good reason for discussion if the texts brought in had really suited the given controversy. It is remarkable that such a discussion did not take place. True, we do not know every word that was spoken during the gathering of the city council, however, the protocol book (Ratsmemoriale) does report in short some of Scherfgijn's statements, and the orders of the council as a reply. But even if there would have been a discussion about how to understand the cited statutes, it is quite telling that this was not worth reporting 47 . Instead, the Ratsmemoriale gives detailed information on how, when, and by whom a text was introduced into the dispute.
43
To paraphrase the following: 'There shall be only one undivided council sitting together that means that furthermore there should not be a small (enge) and a big (wijdth) one in Cologne, as it has been in former times'. I am not saying that the discussion of the content of a text in that environment in general did not take place. It is just that this dispute, which does without discussion of the content, clearly brings out the referencepoint aspect of a controversy -a point that is somehow 'hidden' behind the discussion of content in other examples.
Content, of course, did matter, especially since the council wisely selected a paragraph that didn't intensify the conflict. The decisive advantage of introducing a text in this controversy though, cannot be seen in re-loading content that everybody in the council was more or less familiar with 48 . In referring to the text, Scherfgin had not only 'protected' himself by pointing out to the widely accepted values, but in paraphrasing the Verbundbrief, a third and independent 'party' started 'talking' and taking part in the dispute. This, in turn, widened the space of communication, because aside from the ad hoc formulated speeches of the people present, statements considered independent of any personal relation, took part in the discourse 49 . It is logical, or at least reasonable, that the city council could not answer this with a simple resolution, but had to mobilise a text as well, in order not to leave this space of communication blank. References to texts of this status are best answered with references to texts. It is not far-fetched that Scherfgin would easily have found people to support him and his position -his guild Eisenmarkt, which elected him, or councilmen who like him were members of the high court. That he did not see the need to call upon these supporters, but considered it sufficient to start a dispute with the city council, 'supported' only by a text, is in itself remarkable 50 .
A closer look on how the two texts, the paragraphs of the Verbundbrief and the council resolution concerning the jury of the High Court, were implemented during the sitting in the city hall may show in detail the advantage of introducing a text in the discussion. The decisive point is that not one of the city scribes, the protonotarius, or one of his secretarii, took on the task to read; the council wanted Scherfgin to read out the two texts. Things do get complicated here. Scherfgin had to recite that the Cologne council had all power in the citya point no one questioned -and that the members of the jury should leave the city council in certain circumstances -a point strongly opposed by the reader of the text. From Scherfgin's point of view, he just recited texts that reflected his opinion only in part. Would that undermine his position? From the council's point of view, a rebellious councilman had to read out his resolutions aloud in front of all members of the council. Could that not be seen as a sign of giving up or at least consent? There is, of course, a certain ambiguity here, because it is not clear how or how far one could identify the reader of the text 51 , and this ambiguity seemed to be quite helpful in finding a 'soft' solution of the conflict given. The texts, thus, forms a cru-
48
At least parts of the Verbundbrief were read out after each election of a new council; STEIN, Akten 1 , No. 192, p. 384 (ca. 1460) . Every Gaffel had such a document, and it is quite likely that it was read out regularly; R. GIEL, Politische Öffentlichkeit im spätmittelalterlich-frühneuzeitlichen Köln (1450 Köln ( -1550 (Berlin, 1998: Berliner Historische Studien 29), p. 276. 49 Writing here becomes the 'institution of appeal' Konrad Ehlich wrote about; see citation above in fn. 22.
50
There quite a few examples of guilds supporting their councilman elect if he was rejected by the council; see GIEL, Politische Öffentlichkeit, p. 253ff. 51 This is a general phenomenon when texts are read out in a performance: "Bei der Frage, ob und inwiefern sich der Vorleser von der textuellen persona in der Performanz unterscheiden ließ, steht man wieder vor dem Wettbewerb zwischen schriftlichen und mündlichen Autoritätsansprüchen, dem des Textes und dem des Vorlesers, da es ja der Vorleser nicht zuletzt ist, der textuellen persona ihre Präsenz verleiht";F. 
Late-medieval text-status compared
In contrast to late-medieval practices, which required a certain 'manufacturing of independence' of a text before it could serve as point of reference, in present or 'modern' society, it seems that even price-tags on a chocolate are attributed an independent status and could function as reference 54 . May that be an exaggeration, it obvious that, at least as far as constitutions and law books are concerned, in our days texts such as these reclaim per se an independent status, and are considered trustworthy 55 . Without any seals or special gatherings necessary, today's printed (law) texts in general function like 'social institutions' 56 , and it is almost natural to point to them to foster a certain argument 57 . Thus, it is no longer necessary to 'manufacture' the independence of a text, as was the case the Cologne statutes.
The contrary seems to be true for early medieval texts, especially those of the 10 th century. This is, of course, a time where in German speaking countries, written documents were seldom to be seen and royal/imperial charters are the exception to the rule 58 . Peter Rück calls royal charters a work of art ('Kunstwerk'): The way the scripture is distributed over the parchment, the scripture itself together with the seal, and the dimensions of the document highlight that their main purpose was to be shown rather than to be read, and Rück explicitly says so 59 . This is especially true for Ottoman charters, whose writing is described as 'un- Altogether, this indicates that the way these charters were presented and recited was quite different from scanning the document silently, as we would today. The charter itself already tells us that the way it was used took on the form of a performance 63 . So what is the difference compared to the use of texts in the 15 th century? When in a ceremony that evokes the sacredness of kingship, sometimes within a church, the king marks the charter with a strike (Vollziehungsstrich) and personally orders to fix his seal with his picture on the sacra pagina, much more than an independent object, the charter becomes a representative of the issuer. Thus, it seems that is how the 'documents' were 'read'. As Ratpert from S. Gall reports, Louis the Pius, who was handed over a privilege of his father for confirmation, took a close look at the seal, then kissed it and handed the charter to the bystanders, asking them to follow his example and honour it the same way 64 . Not all charters, not even royal ones, were kissed, of course. But this example, together with other 65 , indicates that writing did not exist by its own right, but person, parchment and performance were closely linked. Is this only true for German royal or imperial documents with their prestigious design? While trust in the legal status of a document is not the same as trust in writing as such, it is fair to say that the first prerequisites the second, so it may serve as an indicator here. As is well known, not the charter, at least not the charter alone, but testimonies and the widespread knowledge proved a legal transaction of that time 66 close to a ritual (e.g. evoking the presence of the absent), the second is closer to a staging we see in today's theatres or party conferences.
Going back to the reference-argument, it seems that compared with the High Middle Ages and compared with modern times, sate medieval uses of writing is somewhat caught in-between. While during the first two epochs, the status of writing, although completely different, is quite clear, during the 13 th , 14 th and 15 th centuries, it is somewhat ambiguous. While on one side, the ever-growing use of writing in every day life -the 12 th century may be seen as the watershed -fosters trust in writing, it was still not regarded as a different sphere of communication. While silent reading began to spread and -in combination -the layout of texts changed, 73 . This is not only true for religious texts; letters, for instance, were still viewed more as the 'frozen' voice of the sender (and most of the time read out aloud), than as a text that stands on its own 74 . Even the above mentioned Cologne oath books and the Verbundbrief, though they could claim an 'autonomous' status, were probably as often read out during ritual-like acts -like the changing of the councilmen every six monththan used explicitly as points of reference. In its ambiguity, the culture of late medieval writing was more open to make use of different text status. But in contrast to modern times, if a written text should function as a point of reference, it was somehow necessary to mark it as distinct and independent. Therefore, more than today, the written document itself has to give information about its status (sometimes more explicit, like in a prologue of the statutes of 1437, sometimes more implicit, i.e. by the numerous seals and the order to 'publish' it, like the Verbundbrief). Especially in the cities of that time, around such texts, persons of a somewhat extraordinary status -Assmann's 'social institutions' 75 -emerge, who take on the task to 'guard' the text. One may think of the notaries in Italy 76 , or the city scribes in German speaking territories 77 . Sometimes, like the 'Scheinsmeister' in Cologne, they are the only ones who have full access to the written documents 78 .
Outlook
Beside the fact that the late medieval city is still a religious community, we should not overlook the very different life forms to be found within the city walls. From the 14 th century onwards, numerous revolts may be seen as an indicator of a lack of stability. Establishing certain texts as an independent point of reference in the discourses of that time may have
